The primary purpose of this study is to determine the characteristics of verbal clause and topicalization in Siladang Language. This study is based on the theoretical framework of language typology in regard with the difference between the language that accentuates the subjects with the language that accentuates the topics as what has been suggested by Li and Thompson (1976). The clause structure of the Siladang language consists of clause structures with nonverbal and verbal predicates. The first may appear in the forms of clauses with adjectival, nominal, numeral, and prepositional phrase predicates. The second may have intransitive, ditransitive, and extended transitive. Meanwhile, the third the nature of subject refers to the links between an agent and its topic. Agents become the grammatical roles which are based on semantic roles, while topics are primarily concerned with pragmatic functions. The discussion of pragmatic functions is intended to find out whether Siladang Language is categorized as either the subject prominent language group or the topic prominent language.
important to know whether the theory can be applied to determine the typology of SL.
This study is based on the Greenberg's rule (1963: 76-77) which sees the effect of word order on the formation of ad-position types (prepositions or postpositions) and nominal phrases involving both adjective and genitive forms. In this case, he developed a universal word order theory that divides the world's languages into three types,
namely S-V-O, S-O-V, and V-S-O. He also proposed a typology which is called Basic
Order which concludes that there are six sentence patterns: SVO, SOV, VSO, VOS, OSV, and OVS. Initial research by Pawiro and Siwi (2015) shows that typologically, the word order of SL is S-V-O as shown in the examples (1)- (2) . The nature of subject correlates to the link between the agent and the topic. Agents are grammatical roles based on semantic roles, while topics are on pragmatic functions.
The discussion on pragmatic functions is intended to find out whether the SL is classified as the subject prominent language or grouped as the topic prominent language.
The study is based on the theoretical framework of language typology concerning the difference between the language of the subject with the language that accentuates the topic as suggested by Li and Thompson (1976: 457-489) . The topics of sentence are
Literary Review
The clause structure is one of the discussions in the field of linguistics, especially in syntax. Lyons (1987: 170) argues that syntax is only one of grammatical issues and one of the areas in linguistic studies focusing on the study of how words combine to build larger units (phrases, clauses, and sentences). Syntax is rather easily understood as the science or the study of clauses and/or sentences. The clause structure is a syntactic unit formed from the basic constituents in the form of syntactic and complementary units. In addition, the clause structure is also a bundle of interconnected meanings contained in the clause to form a complete meaning in a clause. Like many languages in the world, the predicate of a structure can be filled by verbal or nonverbal elements.
Based on the predicate functions, the basic clause consists of two types, namely the basic clause with verbal and nonverbal predicates.
Gundel (1988) argues that the topic-syntactic construction includes the type of simple sentences in the standard variety of language which highlight the topics. However, such constructions exist only as a marked choice of form in the languages that significantly accentuates the subject. Artawa (1998: 68) states that the opinions and studies carried out by Gundel with respect to the topic-comment constructions support what Li and Thompson (1976) have proposed. In line with the study of language typology by these two linguists, Bahasa Indonesia is classified as a language that accentuates the subject; however, they argue that Tagalog, as one of the Austronesian languages, is a language that does not accentuate the subjects or topics.
There is the tendency called dual subject construction which possesses special positions in the languages that highlight the topics. The construction of the whole sentence in this language group is usually indicated by one sentence having two adjacent NPs to the left of the predicates; one of the NPs carries the function of 'topic' and the other brings the function of 'subject'; thus, this condition creates the construction of double subjects. Consider the following examples in (3) and (4) from Li and Thompson (1976: 468). The tree leaves big 'The liaves of the tree (topic) are big'
In the example in (3)-(4), both topics and subjects exist. Li and Thompson explains that in (3) the topic is marked by the particle wa and the subject by ga. In (4), the Néiki shu 'the tree' becomes the topic and the NP yézi is the subject and in this sentence the topic can be removed with a pause. The topics in the example (3)-(4) above are positioned as the topics at beginning of the sentence. In this connection, the topiccomment constructions in the languages highlighting the topic are classified as the unmarked construction; however, the languages giving prime to the topic-comment constructions are determined as the marked construction.
The clausal topicalization is the derived clause theta which gets the effects of pragmatic functions in the grammatical level. The term 'topicalization' is used here to refer to the syntactic construction (derivatives) in which the noun phrase (NP) in the basic construction (canonical) which takes its position in the post-verbal position
(predicate) appears in the initial position before the subject or directly before the verb in the languages with verbal sequences. In this case, the subject appears in the object position. The sentence topic is related to the preposition expressed by the sentence.
The definition of topic in terms of 'contradiction' relation between the form and its preposition, in fact, is derived from traditional definition of 'subject'. Topics must not necessarily be the grammatical subjects, and grammatical subjects do not necessarily have to be topics. The topics are also defined as foreground expression, or as an element that governs the framework of predictive distance, time, or features which are governed by main prediction. The topic refers to the sentence-relation which is pragmatically constructed by using pragmatic relation that must be understood as meanings that are contended by a particular context of discourse.
According to Artawa (1998: 68) , traditionally the subject of a sentence is understood as an element that specifies what that phrase is. If this view is approved, it can be said that passive sentences should be understood as a matter of 'patient' (not 'agent') because passivity is a syntactic process that moves the patient into the subject and the agent become adjunct. In English, the subject is usually the initial argument. There is another construction that the initial argument is not the subject of a sentence. Such constructions are referred to as left-dislocation and topicalization.
So topicalization is a syntactic construction that place a constituent that normally follows a verb, moved forward preceding the subject NP. Topics are not necessarily all left-most sentence elements or the left-most NP on the outer structure, although this is probably the most common position. Not the entire initial argument is the subject.
There is a syntactic construction that the original is not the subject of the sentence.
See the following examples in (5) and (6) which are quoted from Artawa 1998: 68.
(5) Mary, she came yesterday.
The construction in (5) is an example of a so-called left dislocation and the one in (6) is an example of topicalization. The difference between them is that in the leftdislocation construction there is a pronoun in the actual clause that refers to the initial noun phrase of the clause, whereas the topicalization construction does not have such phenomenon. In (5) the pronoun she is an anaphoric which refers to the NP Mary.
Research Method
This research is qualitative with descriptive approach and designed to make system- 
Discussion
To know more about SL verbal clauses there are two parameters, namely semantic and syntactic parameters, which can be used as a guide in relation to verbs as a function of predicate clause filler. Both parameters are applied in an integrated manner so as to produce a classification of verbs or predicates that are not in a separate form between semantic and syntactic parameters. Referring to the semantic parameter, the verb is a category that refers to the meaning of the activity (action/action and process) and circumstances. Furthermore, verbs are examined from the semantic aspect of the number of participants or arguments involved in an event or circumstance. By contrast, syntactically, a verb is a core category that is present in the predicate clause position. In addition, verbs are viewed syntactically regarding the number of core arguments that must be present in a clause. Based on the syntactic distribution, the verb is the core of the verb phrase (VP) which is also at the same time the core constituent of a clause.
Verbs also have a function to determine whether or not the presence of participants or arguments in a clause exists.
The verb has a syntactic feature as a predicate involving the presence of a number of arguments in its function to form a clause. Based on the number of arguments in a clause/phrase, verbs can be distinguished from intransitive, transitive, and ditransitive.
The three types of verbs produce intransitive, transitive, and bipolar constructions.
A more detailed discussion of the three types of verbal clauses can be seen in the followings.
Intransitive clause
Based on the main categories of function cluster predicate fillers, verbs can be clas- intransitive clause occupies a function as subject (Artawa, 1998: 13) . The intransitive clauses in SL can be seen in (7)-(11). The clauses in (7)- (11) are intransitive which are predicated by intransitive verbs.
Some verbs populate the predicates of the intransitive clauses, for instance, the verbs bapacu in (7), manari (8) , mOlOngkOh (9), jatoh in (10), and ted@ in (11 Structurally, the verbs in (7)- (11) may occupy certain positions, for instance, following or preceding the core arguments. Thus, the core arguments are pre-verbal or precede the verbs (predicates). Examples in (7)- (11) show that typologically the constituent order of the intransitive clause is an SV (Subject+Verbal). The clause structure (cl-str)
of the intransitive verb in (9) is represented in the tree diagram 1.
Mono-transitive clause
Unlike an intransitive clause whose predicate requires one core argument, the transitive clause is a predicate clause (verb) requiring two core arguments. Based on the data, the SL has a predetermined mono-transitive clause or its verb requires the presence of two core arguments. In macro perspective, these two core arguments can be post-verbal positions functionally serve as the objects of transitive clauses. The core arguments, for instance, k@mi, i@n@, pOlOdOng, amai, and Kholilah become the subjects.
Meanwhile, the core arguments, for example, lasin@, ikan, sOvOh, boju, and podi function as objects.
Di-transitive clause
In addition to an Di-transitive clause whose verbs require the presence of two core arguments in a construction, the BS also has a clause construct whose variant presents The examples in (17)- (20) Furthermore, the examples in (17)- (20) In the review to find out and conclude whether SL can be classified as a language promoting the subject or a language accentuating the topic, there are three things to consider which were discussed by Artawa (1998), for instance, (i) left dislocation, (ii) fronting, and (iii) topicalization,
Left-dislocation
The examples of left-dislocation in SL can be seen in (7)- (9) In clause (25) the noun phrase (NP) is dislocated to the left and is definite (in SL the name of person/greeting of honour/general noun need not be marked/zero marking).
The NP is followed by a complete sentence whose subject refers to the NP which is transmigrated to the left as exemplified in pronoun i@n@ 'he/she'. Furthermore, in clause 
Fronting
The core argument in SL is an unmarked element. Oblique, on the other hand, is marked by preposition and the relation of oblique can be moved out to the front position through the process of fronting. Here are two examples of fronting in (28) 
Topicalization
The following examples in ( In (30) the NP botu gOdOng 'big stone' is the core argument (object/patient) and so is the NP beduk in (32). These two core arguments become the initial elements in each of the clauses in (31) and (33). Thus, the object/patient in SL can be topicalization leads to the loss of the prefix marker ma-from the verbs.
The sentence 'topic' is a type of sentence in which its pattern structure consists of Gundel (1988) believed that the rule of subject forming becomes the most common features in languages that highlight subjects as it is encountered in English. In such a type of language, the topic-comment' structure does not typically specify the syntactic structure. The tendency for phrases that refer to the 'topic' in the initial position of a sentence occurs primarily by the close relationship between the subject and the topic.
However, the rules of subject forming are more limited, if they also occur, in languages that powerfully feature the topics, such as Lisu and Mandarin languages.
Conclusion
It is concluded that the structure of clauses in SL consists of nonverbal and verbal pred- arguments. In the canonical position, the pre-verbal argument becomes the subject so between the subject and its verb may have adverb. The object is the argument that directly follows the verbal or post-verbal argument in the canonical structure.
Based on the above description, the applicative construction of SL is categorized to tend to obey the rules of object forming. These rules appear more prevalently that the rules of subject creation that occur only in a small portion of the application; it also occurs in a number of verbs that have a certain semantic aspect. Referring to Artawa (1998) when a productive language has its rules of subject forming and of left-dislocation in its marked sentence structure, this language is classified as the one which accentuates the subject.
There are, in fact, several reasons why SL can be regarded as the language that accentuates the subject. First, the grammatical requirements of its basic structure are determined as the subject-predicate construction. The second reason is there is activepassive construction in SL with high productivity. Third, even though SL can topicalize the patient/objects, it is not basic construction but a derivative construction. The fourth reason is that the rules of object forming are not considered topicalization because the sentence element that makes the object is oblique-related element. Fifth, the topicoriented structure of 'double subject' in SL is not the basic sentence structure. Finally, there is the absence of morpho-syntactic markers for the elements to be considered as the topic. Topicalization becomes the marked sentence structure as well as the leftdislocation. However, the subject-predicate construction also becomes the unmarked sentence structure. With respect to pragmatic functions, the SL is typologically determined as the subject prominent language and as a result, its basic structure is oriented to the subject-predicate construction.
